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REMARKS 

''la.nis *~o, 1" a id * cnu^r ptaJ\:w .n the .n-ne- ientnled a) pbcatseu 



Rej\a<e<t CndJt 35 ISC § IQStaj 

a\ »bt im,cc <ir-; Offve Actio,!. eL.r.s \-< ana v 8 he\ c bur u jee*ed .ne'er 3 5 L.SO 
" 'U'. t ; cc obuo^s o\e- Akj ,.<\i et J 4oo 

Ir siifjj.T lie re eU^r, .re ■,> acmes s ?ie& <c. p/nrs. ~ o t t il At Lo i 

\t a oa'J hau boor w'-n jouu e ere of oiJ.ra,} skill ,r tbe eit at ^ n, ic 
•K "i\ e-C Co w a ^sade ro .va^on. b.\ ^ p ct tlx* sp* as Ced 'ua.c"- a,, of A*, u^v, 
d.^ *n . \ar\p"e ' , to ba\e a s u\ eers^.v, pait^lo s ?c. dis$< teaoi ue, 
:r:ero xnoub t en ier> . eapa^br* c' ie]ec<sn\c a bnbhle, .c d ^ Ov a j 'ct, ^.itet uc 
vvthic those -c-.tei, aid K bat*- povsde^. a-, ir F<.rn:>U, 24 :~d 2r> -o V\o - 
oak u.es'*) rid pathele s^'i ^ th^e iccaed rt-caase vnVa' coctpos t.ecs, 
»i ■> ai i,igied.c\ aid the :xme -prse-d mi^ pion;^ L^e... ra„ L.eLzed In 
adeUvr., tn 1 fa.r.S p*-ooae: \\L-ch ^r..s a o,cv,c of he ^prcy-^i .°d can e- ci C*. >a> 
an.! op ay-eued b^e pov.de~ ha* a b Jk oeiis^ oi ebou" ^<K* » 1, xr.ee ea . o + 
ill sp*a > Un^J ^ jp\ r.i<!lo'\'5 arc pia> -a sod puv dei ore. to rue-ideta s ic Jc 
abo have ice sc n;c bulk de^s k >>. ^ t j tide ti^e aaa p.eptrucs is Lhc&c ie "U. \ 



1 h s i e^ cci ct .s re ?0Cv " c . j Cv V a\ u'K-cu 

Aik'.ioon is crccud ^ r oncers ^rcp^S, b\ slun> ct\ nt, and ■> u tab.e *or u.-v. as dc^.jti . 
pow i tic 1 1 te.V.t ct^ (lf.scls he con^.uaVoc <^ ^dun ( uit pow <x:s and dttei^cit t ^ Ju- 
V.k isoji viiv-lciei,^ ui ljv2J, .res 12 19 a dc c ^itC t o'2ipub J J\'\eontuu\n£t-.euqt»v 
i >ats\^.c >C arc i.c ^a^ po^de. o + La tmpic 24 at a s.^e.riL at .> "^.a vid,a ^ct of bxccip\ .H' 
cCi!u=p< '^ds :> tnei'e^- it uU t^cpaif-c'e.- (a) ul ttcpiCscrt .rcse^t.^n arc cot'tacis icaio i«-\ 
i^r,L svfa^cit t the amount of 2V 0 N w<_i?rt v.)\eh u.is oiCcxH ^t nc .aj reeled t,» 
t cp .i.,!als N cL ^r.cd LAC it.cr ( :s I lc, 6^ -v^cj^ ui ho- tla^- .otsoc, Atkx^i >n *a>Is lo s . 'j. -.st 
ihe clainitd invcmioti. 
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Morc specifically, in Atkinson the adjunct is prepared which is obtained by spra^-drying a 
shiny comprising sodium carbonate, sodium sulphate, a er\ stai u< owth modifier ft boh is an organic 
material ha\ nig at least three earbe-x>l groups in the mokcule and which curries Ikund non-iome 
surfactant in a large amount which is difficult to add by spra> drying. 

8y contrail, the pres'.rst invention has the feature that no surfactant or a v ery small t outent of 
sm faetant Is present m the detergent yjuiuv e particles (a). B> mixing the dete-gcru additive particles 
(a) and detergent particles lb) containing a larger amount of surfactant, the present mv.-ntion cat' 
exhibit the result that a paste layer composing a surfaotan: formed h> the deterge 1 st particles upon 
pouring ft arer mm the dispenser becomes discontinuous so that distiibuiivity from the dispenser n> 
improved (see page 22, lines 4-1 o of the specification). 

The superior effects of the present invention are amply demonstrated b> applicants' 
Examples and Coniparativ c Fxamples. Comparative Particles 1 and 2 at Table i correspond to the 
adjunct of Atkinson which contains liquid non-tonic surfactant in the amount ot 23% by weight 
w Inch fails wei; ui-tside of the claimed range of less than 6% by weight. Comparative Particles i and 
2 contain 15% b> weight of LAS-Na which are also welt outside of the clahned range. 

further, the results of the table erhUied "Detergent Additive Partieks or Comparative 
Particles Detergent Particles =- 30 "0 {weight raiiof at Table 3 (pages 03-64 of we specification) 
demonstrate ibc effect upon the "Remaining Ratio" \aine which is an index for evaluating 
distributive* from the dispenser based on the amount of surfactant present. The table -..oiif/uina that 
the ""Rtmainmg Ratio" of the Comparative Fxamples containing Comparative Particles 1 and 2 
corresponding to Atkinson {page e>4 of speeiiication) am w?> undes'rabie in comparison with the 
Renaming Ratio of the Examples directed to Additives Particles dt die bottont of page o3 
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The Examiner refuses to give the above-discussed comparative data patentable weight, 

stating at page 6 of the Action: 

' \p30.a its a to aig.e i - i* l \n mi/ oi 1 1*. ta K 'e e-i^t er Oete^cnt 
\ J\tvc Ik\ ei Co i nruiv vc^-i. e- Oetuw's 1 Pau-les 3(> ~u{\\euot 
.ahe) , i TV, ' ^ r^a- ^--t>4 i,ttv «pt.,\>xCa\o*i) deii.unst 1 - ' 1 1 oU^ >. . oos 
.he 4 Rs or^n u« Ratv ^ ah e * hcI is £ i tr«t\ vs r\ ok it eo>t sh =t.\. i \v i 
d i rset ba eu .oe airount of v i ^ct-if p.t-^o , . iu tne tabse > i>iJn:o> 
<fk 1 e 'Ro j ring o" ot *V t . i t \ - hxonp^t a> iU t "ig ^ oo^p^e \o 
Po.ij id > a 'lefaooi t J 2 to Atk ixsoo tpege t.4 o soeeih-. mvO aie s cp 

males r-b..' l> >- <^n- 'iti'r vs. jth tw \tTv ,'ir gRatJo o* V h\a, ip es >k .ted .o 
Add > \ c ° \. i) ike 3op 5 s ofraee 6 ^ Ypp ic ^ > asi> -t 0 ue t ia* i,c «b e 
e^eushcc co.ipai t * v. dna btbcxed so ovueo.rc £u,\ ^i.tj .ae^e of 
.hs.o^n xvtA-e pseser.ec ^v vhe ixic, <s ^ol^a 1 !-, h*nt, Jj„> 
Je.ro abated tbat the o^eiii c \ o~>ioonts of sn-ia^Vot MiU ~*noert *a ^h* os 
tie t tronee a *o en^ >jl t ^ Cesued it,sab:> to -so ao >t^vi' 

ke 1 \an i e tcs-kCtfalo' u- with he above ai^ix.-*.." bice S( - 

Li. 1 s x>v lo; a" "ao'e 3 oip-u.e..-. o?-o*io,":ne s ^.cif -at^ T.ib oot e>^ -in^ ves^e ir 
^nje ^,tl Mt o.i-fe^* eL lis Nv-ahi.. Je Tt^nt t. a* t. > do ut .v.^.,!U < 
k Remauung ilaUo' vame. 



A,^" 1 (.as/t d o-gtee vsth ti pus.foi oi *k< ^x.vi, ie T ±A J:e cj^ 'Ot .o a 
"Rt '^1 . i, I? -is o" vo'ae, a 1 - this * i^ul. ba^e.' \ < b «. ^hxo <r teLitCi" to ^e oi tli. do o gei f 
< JJ'ti^ e and le ee e-S-*^ P ar ^ ^ s ^ " e ^ acT ° u : dte t0rK a - ^ or w ' liiu lv> " 

ip* o„\%.,k tlir ":<Ux«d.ix*ig Raio' ^oig^cuctc w le-itkt sht-ai o of jtlei^'ti u J«*.\o>vi 
d^c \sr n^r ick'o •> v>rb ntoce^T.red .arae r neve- to be o\ t ' t^as A be . in., ^qtx^e? 
t>.o ^ . o: a as ief tv t d-birLd ' lltn^ 15 ,g ^^io" < aou eott. \T)ro>rg .o t^ose / tb. b\ar^i.'S 

vVith xC^"d to t^e e\ea-5phfieil fa^o- o. dctut-ni ?dubve detergent n ol es. deteigj^v 
\<.iii\e fete ^uanc ^h,-at e.oiO JW ^ 9^. h V ! o t ^n0 iu t.-e'r-po**ed iLeeV.rsKvte . 
i *io > t J J expert aJt tn c L^er^em / 1 5 5>5—o N> bi ci . *5 < i /si led - Ao fK "0 ^ab > 
within the claimed r" c~"'0.k \> u «. i'w otk^.xct Viied'Ja>soo\ot AJvarxVgeov.sies.Jt- Vx.k 
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Re/.} to Otfce ^ruc >Uk>d Ml> 4. ^00 

lespect to obtaining a low "Ruxasun^ Raho" a:e aehie\ca b\ use x-i the ratv of ^'T^, as opposed 
U the other ocmplsft-d weight ratios wnu h outsiee oi die scone of Lie claimed urnlatior 

Fuithci. lie Examiner asserts that the i:m^aiit>:i'*iv,ssthan 6%by wei^ot"^^ i.n: patentable 
distinguish over ibe p^or an Hove,?", the above-discussed comparative data behe^ed to 
ovevonie any p>ima facu case o° obviousness behe\ed pieseutod h\ the Fxanuner a? arsphcan:? 
base *.ie*a;v demon "j-ated thai the pieces, of amounts o* surfactart m the airoir.H taught h> the 
tefe'tence fads to enable the desired results to be rekie\ed 

In \ sew of t.ie abo\ e. the section i? without basis and shield be withdrawn 

I ho apphraiior *s now believed to be in condition Tor jdiewarve, and vi e;civ indication of 
same earnestly is solicited. 

Basee on the remarks prevailed he-em, the E ainmer is rcrne-ctrVJH' requested *o is.sue a 
Notice of \IIfvw anee indicating mat each of die pending claims -o, S, 1 6 and 1 8 are alWi d 'ind 
pa'eiiiab'e under trie oiovisions of title 35 of the Unkd States ( ode, 

bh»vld there be a;\v oetsiandmg ir alters that ^eed to bt ^.solved ir* iie piesem application. 
Lhe Fxaniincr is -espeetib 1 v i .que stcd to eon: ict Join t W Bailey (Reg No 32,83 1 ) at the teiephi ne 
number below, to c.-r.dact an u ten ie\\ in an effort to expedne piosccinsor* m eonneehon \uih the 
present application. 

Applicants submit herewith a check in the amoimi of S1020.00 as payment for the requested 
three month extension offime. 
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■\p^_.o<uu\~ No v9 S6M4", Attorno' Docket No 1 O2-*s**:>0P 

Ko}-4> V Otfve Action aa'cc }*)ay 4. 2Qf'<> 

[fnccL^ry, ise Omum^osser is hereby aut:;Oiized in this, c^icuuvni. ar.,1 future lephev to 
charge payment or credit ar-y o^apuymca; ro Deport Account No. lr>- addition,/ iocs 

^juued 3" C T.R ^ l.lo 05 1 1 "'; particularly, e> tons to 'i of tnne fees. 

Date- November 2. /OOo 

Respectfully submitted, 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH. LLP 



B> 

'olm'W ~i u \\y. ~";?„SS' 

I'O Box 7 47 

Falls (Lurch, \ A 22(^;-0"'4' 
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